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https://www.glerl.noaa.gov/res/HABs_and_Hypoxia/habTracker.html
https://www.glerl.noaa.gov/res/HABs_and_Hypoxia/habTracker.html
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—L2ale Erie Water Quality Goals

Proposed P Reduction Water Quality Performance Objective (Target Narrative)
Goals* (% towards what TMDL deems as
achieving water quality)

20% reduction 3.9 million 50% towards 2008 conditions

(Ibs/year)
40% reduction 7.8 million Achieve baseline A Minimize hypoxic zones in central basin
(Ibs/year) conditions from 2008 A Maintain algal species consistent with healthy

systems where that is a localized problem
A Maintain cyanobacteria at levels that do not produce
concen. of toxins that pose threat to human and eco




Green Bay
and the
Fox River

The Lake Michigan Basin Is+
of four major dralnages, in¢
on the map by colors. Thin g
lines indicate boundaries of
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LFR Total Load and Sources

Phosphorus

Table 6, $ of basetine TP loading in the LFR Basin

Figuse 19. § of baseline TP boading in the LFR Basin

Sediment

Figuaw 20. 5 of baseline TSS Joading in the LFR Basin (exchading biotic solids)
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LOWER FOX RIVER WATERSHED TMDL - TOTAL P REDUCTION BY PERCENT

Outagamie

7/ < 50% Cropland

[wm] > 50% Cropland
Winnebago Calumet
Lak Total P Percent reduction from baseline
ake
Winnebago - 0-39
40-67
N ' | 68-77
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Point Sources

Compliance option

prioritization:

A Quantify reductions and cost

A Costbenefit analysis to work
In watershed
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# of the avainble acres, S0% s ne

172 412 scrws  UILSO% s reduced
2499 914 soras A onetime westmant, yaar 1

Scenarlo 1 (S1) Consarvation cover.

Scenarlo 2 (52) 51+ tllage practices
Sconarlo3 (53) 51 - cover crops
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Ashwaubenon
Dutchman Creel

~ 38,000 acres total |
~ 20,000 acres Agricultural

Dutchman Creek

Awat ershed Size: 1
ALand Use: Ag 50.5
ACreek Length: ~18.

Ashwaubenon Creek

Awat ershed Size: 1
ALand Use: Ag 61.9
ACreek Length: ~20.
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" \BMPs by County
Lower Fox River Watershed
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